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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely
concerned that 2 broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition wili be far more paiatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can medify, create,
and participate. Tcan record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment?® A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,

Michael Woznlak
15006 B Varsity St
Moorpark, CA 93021
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Friday, Qctober 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federa!
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag."” I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, T can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with alf my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Gregg Vandivert

1215 Lake Point Dr.
Webster, NY 14580
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, elecironics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” T am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn’'t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Randy Burka
2427 Hannover Way
Spring, TX 77288
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting to voice my oppositton to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovaten, consumer
ughts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV

A robust, compettive market for consumer electromics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV -reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wnll result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me bemng charged mora money for infenor
funchonalty.

If the FCC 1ss5ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment ;n DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that hrrut my nghts at the bahest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Nathan Isburgh
5701 S Mo Pac Expy
Apt 2121

Austn, TX 78749
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communicatons Comnmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, I3.C, 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting to voice my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digitsl
television. As a consumner and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnnovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted mn manufacturers’ ability to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can creats. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result i1 me being charged more money for infenor
funcnonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment :n DTV.-capable
recervers and other equipment. I wnll not pay more for devices thet lymit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewinion. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Winks

1911 West Henderson
Aptl

Chucago, IL 60657
UsA



o Page 1 of 1 942 11 AM, 10/20/03 5413023099 - |

Octobar 20, 2003

Comuesioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Cormmuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and cihizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consurner electronics must be zooted m manufacturers’ ability to mnovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenior
functonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable e
recervers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that limt my nghts st the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Kevin Whate

7003 Carnck Ct.
Dublin, OH 43017
USA
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen G Abernathy
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing te volce my oppositian to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a
eonsumer and citizen, | fael strangly that such 8 poliey would be bad for Innovatien, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market far consumar electranics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to innovate for thelr
customers Allawing movie studios to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment will enabile the studios to teil technaloglsts
what new products they can create This wii result in products that don't necsswarily reflact what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit in me baing charged more money for Inferior functionallty

If the FCC lgsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess likely to make an investment In DTV-capable receivers
and cther equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behwest of Hollywood Pisase do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital telsvision Thank you for your time

Sinceretly,

Tatu Slitanen -
Fortaanpaintle 83

Lapinlahti, 73100

Finiand
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen & Abernathy
Federai Communleations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, b C 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

| sm writing to volce my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flng" technoiogy for digital televisior As a
conaumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevatian, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of BTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronica must be rooted In manufacturers’ abliity to innovate for thair
customers Allawlng mavie studios to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will snable the studios to te!l technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necesearily reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

if the FCC lgsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limi my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadcast tiag technelogy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Charles Perry

363 S 00 EW
Kokomo, IN 46902
LUSA
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Faderal Communications Commisaion
445 12th Street, NW

Waghingten, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Apernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" tachnology for digttal television As a
consumer and clitizen, { feel strangly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumar slactronics must be rooted In manufecturers' ablity to Innovate for thair
customers Aliowing movie studios to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will anable the studios to teil technologists
what new products they can create This wili resuit In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers iike me
actually want, and it could result in me belng charged more money for Inferier functionaiity

If the FCC lysues & broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less lkely ts make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay maore for devices that [imit my rights et the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technaloegy for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Donald Wakeflaid

8685 SW Umatllia Street
Tualatin, OR 97082

USA

- ey



“Page 1 of 1 10°01 57 AM, 10/20/03 5413023099

October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am ¥writing to voice my opposiilon to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
vato features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be lmsss likely to
nake apg investment in DIV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

David Sherchman

7 Thaird St #9

Elk River. MN 55330
USi

N ";i%

il
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Qctober 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

I am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag” technology for digital television As a consumer,
8 citizen, and a technologist, I beheve such a policy would be bud for innovation, consamer sights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ahility to innovate for their cistomers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DT Vereception equipment will enatle the studios to tail technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me aotually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functonality

1t's also worth pointing out that the technology as proposed would be nearly nseless in praventing infringement by any dedicated content
pirate A gystem that limits my fair use rights but fails to prevent systematic underground redistribution would be, in my view, worse than
useless

If the FCC isvues a broadcast flag mandate, I will personally boycott DTV-capahle equipment I will not purchase davices that limit my
rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for yeur time

Sincerely,

Eric Swanson

2934 Folsom Street

San Francisco, CA 94110
USA
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Faderal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Cear Kathieen Abernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television Asa
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovetion, consumar rights, and the Litimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market far consumer electronies must be rooted In manufecturers’ ablity to innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will anabie the studios to tell technologists
what new praducts they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It couid result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctionality

if the FCC Issues g broadeast flag mandste, | would sctually be less |ikely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Holiywood Please do not mandate
broacicast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sinceraly,

Henry Clark

1705 Mesrns Meadow Blvd
Ausgtin, TX 78758

USA
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Monday, October 20 2003

‘Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Abernathy,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am graveiy
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digita! television equipment. That transition wil be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV
devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small plece of TV and splice It into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV pragram onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and fiexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
John Anderson

1206 Los Robles Rd.
Placerville, CA 95667
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated edoption of "broadcest fing” teskmology for digital telavision As a consumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such e policy wonld be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adeption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted in mannfacturesy’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smdios to tell tschneloglety what new prodnots they can
create This will result in produets that don't necemsarily reflect what consmers ks me somatly want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be iess likely to make am mvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for yonr time

Sincerely,

David Finberg
407 Chestnut St

Wilmington, MA 01887

UsA
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathieen Q Abernathy
Faderal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

[ am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brondeast flag" technology for digital television As s
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innevation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
acdoption of DTV

A robust, compatitive market for consumear slactranics must be rooted in manufacturars’ ablity t innavate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-recaption equipment will anable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarily refiect what consumers ilks me
actually want, and ! could result In me belng charged more money for inferlor functionality

if the FCC igsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an investment in DTV-capable recsivars
and other equipment | will not pay more for davices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sinceraly,

James MeCollom
12201 W Mt Morrls rd
Flushing, M| 48433
LUSA
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October 20, 2003

Commissloner Kathlaen Q Abernathy

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW :
Washington, D ¢ 20854 -

Dear Kathieen Abernathy, h

| am writing to volee my oppesition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy wauld be bad for innevatian, eonsumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV

A frae markat systerm |s not served by allawing one Industry to politically mandate ansther This proposal Is ant-free
market, antkinnovation, and antl-consumer

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | will not purchase new equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my

rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandete broadcast flag technoiegy for digital television Thank you for
your time

Sinceraly, -
R Erls ’ ’“§~
Middiebrook Fike vEF §‘

Knoxville, TN 37809
USA
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Cctober 20, 2003

e

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy N
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, snd the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturesy ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smdios to tell teshmologists what new products they can
create This will repult in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me astually want and it counld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues o broadcast flag mandate, I wonld actually be lesy likely to make an svestment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcast flag B
technology for digital television Thank you for your time ’

Sincerely,

Howard Bowers

835 l4th Ave N

Saint Petersburg, FL 33701
usa
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October 20, 2003 e

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communicatnons Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and cithzen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wnll result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers Like me actually want, and 1t could zesult in me being charged more money for mfenor
functonality,

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuslly be less hisly to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. [ wrll not pay more for devices that lumt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Tim Kofflay

5505 8. Fletcher St.
Seattle, WA 98118
USA

va 157
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemnathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mannfactureer' shility to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don‘t necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digita! television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Kenneth Krista

3 Colony Ct

Hazlet, NJ 07730

Usa -

EFE -
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Oectober 20, 2003

Comrmussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumecations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting to veice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadeast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for inmmovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultunate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers’ ability to 1nnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie stucios to veto features of DTV-reception equuipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can ereate. This wall result 1n produets that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and st could result m me being charged more money for infenor
functionality,

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an mvestment 1n DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I wnll not pay more for devices that lurut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thask you for your tune.

Sincezely,

Steven Hess

185 Prospect Ave. - 3B
Hackensack, NJ 07601
USA
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NY

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to volce ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and caitizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights., and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-recaption =quipment will =nable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want., and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functiomality

If the FCC i1ssums a hroadcast flag mandate, ] would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and othexr equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time .

Sincerely. T

ey

D Merleaux

550 Prospect St
New Haven, CT 06511
USi
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October 20, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy

Federal Commurnications Commussion -
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wntng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digytal
tslevision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultmate adephon of DTV.

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1 manufacturers’ ebiity to mnovate for
thetr customers. Allowing movie studhos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall engble the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hike me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for infenor
funcnenality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandats, I would actually be less likely to makes an investment in IJTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ wall not pay more for dewices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digrtal television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Kevin Haggerty

592 Amstexdamn Ave
New York, NY 10024
USA
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Commissloner Kathleen &) Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadenst flag" technology for digital televislon As a
consumer and clitizen, | feal strongly that sueh a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablity to innovate for thelr
custemers Allowing movie studios to vets features of DTV-recaption equipment will enabie the studios to tell technologists
whst new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferier functionality

it the FCC Issues g broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less likely to make an Investment I DTV-capable receivers
and other squipment | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digitai televisiors Thank you for your time

Sineerely,

C Jones

4101 SW 45th #208
Amarliio, TX 76109
USA
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October 20, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag" teshnology for digitel television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the nltimate adogtion of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronios must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for thelr customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technalogists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflact what consumers like me astually want. and it conid result in me being
charged maore money for inferjor finctionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would setmally be less likely to make un investment in DT'V-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Joseph Keglovitz
511 Carbon 8t
Pettaville, PA 17901
Usa



T .
*. Page10f1 71400 AM, 10/20/03 5413023099 - |

October 20, 2003

Comrussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumecatons Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for diprtal
television, As a consumer and atizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation, consumer
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competittve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abhity to wnnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll engble the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create, Thus will result in products that don't necessanly reflect

what consurners like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionalsty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less luasly to make an investment in DTV-capable
recetvers and other equpment. [ wall not pay more for devices that limat my oghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dyatal television. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Scott Milliken

273 Bart Dave
Antoch, TN 37013
UsA



